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de la Janda; later on a Goose and some seven or eight eggs 
were brought into Gibraltar from the same place. There is 
little doubt that these birds had been shghtly wounded and 
unable to migrate. 


ANSER ERYTIIROPUS. 

A male of this species was obtained by Ruiz near Seville 
in February 1878. This specimen is in Lord Lilford’s 
collection. 


LARUS GELASTES. 
Ruiz found this Gull breeding about the 21st of May on 
the Guadalquivir. 


ALCA TORDA. 
I saw a Razorbill at Gibraltar during the last week in May 
1877. 


XXXI.—Remarks on the Nomenclature of the British Owls, 
and on the Arrangement of the Order Striges. By P. L. 
SCLATER. 


Ir is much to be regretted that Prof. Newton—our great 
authority on the nomenclature of British Birds—has in most 
cases contented himself with giving to the ornithological world 
the results of his investigations on this subject without ex- 
plaining the reasons which have led him to adopt certain 
names, generic as well as specifie, in place of those usually 
current. <A series of notes on the much-vexed questions of 
priority oecasioned by the conflieting views of previous writers 
on this subject; would, I am sure, have much interested the 
readers of ‘The Ibis,’ and have saved future inquirers mnen 
anxiety and tribulation. 

It having been allotted to me, as a member of the B.O.U. 
Committee on the List of British Birds, to cxamine the 
nomenclature of the Strigide, I have thought it might be for 
the benefit of future writers to place on reeord a few notes 
I have made on this subjeet, chiefly containing the reasons 
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why I have ventured to differ from Prof. Newton’s views on 
certain points. 

First, as regards the type of the Linnean genus “ Sirig,” 
I agree with my fellow-Editor of this Journal, who has 
already expressed his dissent from the author of the new 
edition of ‘Yarvell’s Birds’ on this point* ; and Mr. Sharpe 
has clearly explained the reasons+ which have induced us to 
follow the nearly universal practice of modern naturalists on 
this question. I will therefore now only repeat that I am 
decidedly of opinion that the Barn-Owl, Strix flammea, should 
be regarded as the type of the Linnean (not Brissonian) genus 
Striz, as restricted by Savigny in 1809. It follows that 
“Strigide ” will be the name of the family of the order 
“ Striges ” to which the Barn-Owl and its congencrs belong, 
while “ Asionide ” will be the name of the larger family 
which embraces all the remaining Owls. 

‘The serious question now arises, What is to be regarded as 
the type of the genus Asio of Brisson? Now Brisson in- 
cluded in his “ Asiones”’ species of several different genera of 
modern authors. The Great Horned Owl (Budo) is, it is true, 
put first in the list; but the Long-eared Owl, being called 
“ Asio” only, may, I think, be fairly taken as the type of 
the Brissonian genus “ Asio ;’ and the Long-eared Owl will 
thus stand as Asio otus (Linn.). 

Next as regards the specific name of the Short-eared Owl, 
for which I am pleased to be able to agree with Prof. Newton 
in adopting the generic name “ Asto” of Brisson. Prof. 
Newton casts overboard the venerable and universally known 
name, “ brachyotus,’ in favour of “ accipitrinus” of Pallas ; 
and other authors have blindly followed his lead. Now Siris 
accipitrina is a name given by Pallas to an Owl which he 
“ observed” on the Caspian Sea during his travels in those 
regions, 1768-69, and described in the appendix to his “ Reise 
durch verschiedene Provinzen des Russischen Reichs (erster 
Theil, St. Petersburg, 1771), along with other plants and 
animals, under the head “ Descriptiones fugitive animalium 

* Cf Ibis, 1875, p. C6. 
t Ibis, 1875, p. 324. 
202 
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atque plantarum annis 1768 ct 1869 observatarum.” As this 
work is rather scarce, we will give the original description, 
as follows :— 


“<: STRIX ACCIPITRINA. 


“ Magnitudo circiter St. Ululæ, habitus anomalus. Caput 
proportione minus, quam in congencribus omnibus, 1n- 
auritum. Pepla parua, antice alba, posterius subferru- 
ginea, macula pone oculos, palpebraque supcriore atris 
Rostrum nigrum, irides citreæ. Auricularum plume 
marginales in valuulis albze, circulus lutescente nigroque 
varius. Corpus supra lutescens, subtus lutescente-album, 
lituris ubique longitudinalibus, nigricantibus, subtus gut- 
tatis. Ale subtus et crissum alba. Remiges exterius 
luteseentes, interius albze, nigro tessellate ; extima sola 
serrata. Tectrices infer primariz apicc atre. Cauda 
alis brevior, leviter rotundata, lateribus albida, tota ni- 
ericante transversum fasciata. Pedes lutescente-albi, 
immaculati, usque ad ungues vestiti. 

“ Obs. ad mare Caspium.” 


Now I do not affirm that the bird thus described by Pallas 
was not a Short-eared Owl. Very probably it might have 
been an individual of that species; for the description, so far 
as it goes, agrees perhaps better with that than with any 
other Owl that is likely to have occurred on the Caspian. 
But it will be noticed that the head of Strix accipitrina is 
said to be “inauritum,” which is not quite correct, and that 
no dimensions whatever are given. Looking to these points, 
and to the facts that it does not appear that the Strix acci- 
pitrina was really ever obtained, but only “ observed,” that 
this name was never afterwards acknowledged, even by its 
own author (who subsequently always called the Short-eared 
Owl “ Strix egolius”), and that it has remained dead and 
buried ever since it was published in 1771 until it was resurrec- 
tionized in 1872, I think we may well hesitate before we 
follow Prof. Newton’s lead on this pomt. It scems to me, 
certainly, that it is better only to give Pallas’s name “ Strie 
accipitrina” place as an uncertain synonym. Exactly the 
same may be said respecting S. G. Gmelin’s “ Noctua minor ” 
(Nov. Comm. Petr. xv. p. 447, 1771), which is sometimes 
quoted as a synonym of the Short-eared Owl, but which it 
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is likewise best to put aside as a dubious term. It remains, 
therefore, to employ as the name of the Short-eared Owl the 
very appropriate and universally known name, “ brachyotus ” 
of Forster, which was promulgated by Forster in his paper 
read before the Royal Socicty on the 18th of June 1772, and 
published* only one year after Pallas’s “ accipitrvina.” 

The term Striv having been relegated to its proper place 
as the generic name of the Barn-Owl, we are enabled to restore 
to the Tawny Owl the well-known name “ Syrnium” of 
Savigny (1809), which has met with such general adoption. 

The next question that arises is as to the correct specifie 
name of the Great Horned Owl, Strix bubo of Linnæus, as- 
suming that we are justified, as I think we are, in regarding 
that species as the type of Duméril’s genus Bubot (1806). 
Prof. Newton employs “ignavus,” quoting “ Bubo ignavus, 
T. Forster, Synoptical Catalogue of British Birds, p. 3 (1817).” 
But on referring to this scarce pamphlet, I find that Forster 
gave no such name to the Great Horned Owl. In his preface 
Forster says, ‘ The large capitals (of my list) will designate 
the Linnean name according to the arrangement now adopted. 
The small Roman letters will mark the names of the old writers 
brought to life again by Dr. Leach.” 

Now “ Bubo ignavus ” is printed in romans, thus :— 

“STRIX BUBO. . . . Bubo ignavus,” 
and is evidently only one of the “names of the old writers 
brought to life again by Dr. Leach.” Forsters name for the 
Eagle Owl is “ Strix bubo,” as will be perfectly plain to any 
one who refers to his ‘ Catalogue;’ and to attribute the name 
` © Bubo ignavus” to Forster is clearly a mistake. What 
Forster did was to publish in 1817 a MS. name of Dr. Leach, 
or of some other old author, as a synonym, which he did not 
adopt himself. This name must therefore be rejected. 


* Phil. Trans. lxii. p. 884 (1772). 

t Duméril created his genus for the “ Chouettes à oreilles de Linné,” 
which are strictly equivalent to Brisson’s “ Asio.” But as he elevated 
the specific term Dubo to generic rank, I think we may assume that he 
considered Strix buho as his type. 


350 Mr. P. L. Sclater on the 


Mr. Sharpe (Cat. B. ii. p. 14} gives Budo microcephalus of 
Leach as a synonym of the Great Horned Owl, which, if 
correct, would be the next term in point of date. But this is 
likewise a mistake, into which Mr. Sharpe has doubtless fallen 
by following Stephens (Gen. Zool. xiii. pt. i. p. 55). Otus 
microcephalus is Leach’s name (Syst. Cat. Mamm. & Birds, 
p. 11) for what he calls the “Small-headed Horn-Owl,” 
and is correctly referred by G. R. Gray (Cat. B. B. p. 27) 
to the Short-eared Owl. This is quite evident, because 
Leach includes the “ Great Horned Owl” in his supple- 
mentary list of “Indigenous Mammals and Birds that are 
wanting to the British Museum.” 

Under these circumstances it would seem that we must be 
content to adopt for the Great Horned Owl the excellent name 
of Bubo maximus given to it by Fleming in 1828, arranging 
our synonyms as follows :— 

BUBO MAXIMUS. 

Striz bubo, Linn. Syst. Nat. i. p. 131 (1766). 

“ Bubo microcephalus, Leach,” apud Stephens, Gen. Zool. 
Meta iio P- 55 (126) err): 

Bubo maximus, Fleming, Brit. An. p. 57 (1828). 


One remaining point in which I cannot agree with Prof. 
Newton is in discarding the generic term Athene of Boié for 
the Little Owl and its congeners. The ground on which this 
has been done is, I suppose, because Athena was proposed by 
Hibner in 1816* as the name of a genus of Lepidoptera of 
the family Nymphalide. Even if this term had met with 
general adoption, it is, to my mind, very doubtful whether 
we should be thereupon justified in cancelling “ Athene” as 
a genus of birds. If we use Picus and Pica in the same class 
of zoology, it seems hard to say that Athene and Athena can- 
not be employed in two different classes. But, so far as I 
can make out, Athena is not even in actual use as a generic 
term of Lepidoptera; and I think, therefore, we are not jus- 


* Verz. bek, Schmetterl. p. 36. 
t Cf. Kirby, Syn. Cat. Diurn. Lepidopt. p. 220. 
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tified in superseding “ Athene” in favour of the more recently 
proposed “ Carine.” 

The names, therefore, which in my opinion ought to be 
used for the ten commonly recognized “ British Owls” are 
as follows :— 


irix flammea, Linn. Barn-Owl. 

Asio otus (Linn.). Long-eared Owl. 

Asio brachyotus (J. R. Forst.). Short-eared Owl. 
Syrnium aluco (Linn.). Tawny Owl. 

Nyctala tengmalmi (Gm.). Tengmalm’s Owl. 
Nyctea scandiaca (Linn.). Snowy Owl. 

Bubo maximus, Fleming. Eagle Owl. 

Scops giu (Scop.). Scops Owl. 

Athene noctua (Seop.). Little Owl. 

Surnia funerea (Linn.). American Hawk Owl. 


I will now say a very few words upon the principal divisions 
of the Order Striges. 

In treating of the Brinsh Owls in the first volume of his 
edition of ‘Yarrell,’? Prof. Newton has spoken of the “ scheme 
of classification ” of these birds prepared by Mr. Salvin and 
myself when we were engaged on a projected paper on the 
Owls of the New World some years ago. As this paper has 
never been completed, and may now probably never appear— 
at any rate in the shape originally contemplated—lI think it 
may be of interest, as Prof. Newton and Mr. Sharpe* have 
both followed the general plan then propounded, to give the 
original classification which we drew up, and upon which the 
Ameriean species were subsequently arranged in our ‘ No- 
menclator.’ 


Order STRIGES. 


I. Sterni cristå dilatata et ad furculam summam attingente ; 


fiscuris stemmiposticis mullis <3. saa... deus. sss STRIGIDE. 
IT. Sterni crista angusta, nec summam furculam attingente ; 
fissile SCI ULrIMoMe AES meme chase sss s+ << ASIONIDÆ. 


* Cf. Sharpe, Cat. B. ii. p. 289, and P. Z. 8. 1879, p. 175. 
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II, ASIONIDÆ. 
a. Aures operculo preedite. 


(Be TCL ACT arn gee ee Wren r e A 1. Asionine. 
Us MOOT) SRE Sena oh ORO Sead 6 2, Syrniine. 
b. Aurium operculo nullo. 
C COMMUNE e E T A atne 3. Bubonine. 
d', non-cornuti 
@ . dicitl plus munusye nudi eee ee 4, Athenine. 
b", digiti plumis densis obsiti ....essesse. 5. Nycteine. 


XXXII.—Notices of recent Ornithological Publications. 
(Continued from, p. 220.) 

48. Barboza du Bocage’s ‘ Mélanges Ornithologiques.’ 

[Mélanges Ornithologiques. Par J. V. Barboza du Bocage. Nos. iv. 
and vy. Jorn. Scien. Math. Phys. e Nat. Lisboa, nos. xxiii. xxiv. 1878. ] 

The following new Angolan species are described in 
pt. iv.:—Nectarinia anchiete, Hylypsornis salvadorii (v. Ibis, 
1879, p. 115), Parus rufiventris, Lanius souze, and Nilaus 
affinis. In pt. v.:—Nectarinia oustaleti, Hirundo rufigula, 
Platisteira mentalis, Muscicapa (Butalis) finschi, Tricholais 
pulchra, Sharpia angolensis, and Penthetria hartlaubi. Sharpia 
is a new genus of Weaver-birds (Ploceidæ), allied to Hyphan- 
tornis and Sycobius. 


49. Barboza du Bocage on West-African Birds. 

[Aves das possessdes portuguezas d’Africa occidental. Par J. V. 
Barboza du Bocage. Listas xvi. xvii, Jorn, Scien. Math. Ph. e Nat. 
Lisb. nos. xxiii. xxiv. 1878.] 

Prof. Barboza du Boeage’s sixteenth article on the Birds 
of the Portuguese territory in West Africa gives us the names 
of and notes upon fifty-two species obtamed at Caconda by 
Sr. Anchicta in September, October, and November 1877. 
Five of these are new to the fauna of Angola. An appendix 
contains the names of seventy-six species represented in a 
subsequent collection made by the same indefatigable collector 
in December 1877 and in the first two months of 1878. 

The seventeenth article gives the result of an examina- 
tion of the collections made by Sr. Anchieta in the months 


